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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313-1 450 

Dear Sir' 

OBREHER 00000002 220190 0960945 ^TTTION TO WITHDRAW FINALITY 


130.00 DA ^ reS ponse to the final Office Action mailed October 17, 
three-month period of response ending January 17, 2004, Applicant petr 
finality of the Office Action be withdrawn. 

REMARKS 

PIN ALITV REJECTION : 

Applicants respectfully traverse the finality of the rejectioji 
states since "[a]ll claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the 
the entry of the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been 
grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been 
prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.1 14", the application is made final. 

Applicants respectfully traverse. The MPBP states "[t]he 
application may be finally rejected in the first Office action in those situ 
new application is a continuing application of, or a substitute for, an ear 
(B) ali claims of the new application(l) are drawn to the same invention 
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earlier application and (2) would have been properly finally rejected on the 
record in tbe next Office action if they had been entered in the earlier appl 
Applicants respectfully note that not all claims would have been properly 
the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been 
application. As noted in the Office Action, Claims 29, 30, 34, 52, and 53 
Furthermore, as noted in the Response submitted herewith, the claims that 
rejected are not properly rejected and, therefore, would not have been 
grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they would have been 

earlier application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge Deposit 
0190 for a Petition fee of $130.00, if required. Should the Commissioner 
Applicant respectfully requests a refund by crediting the deposit account 
fee. A duplicate copy of this Petition is enclosed. 

Should the Examiner have any questions or comments, th* 
invited to contact the undersigned attorney at (616) 975-5506. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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